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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 
AND ELECTION OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-45 are pending in this application. In the outstanding Restriction 
Requirement dated December 28, 2004, claims 1-45 have been restricted into 
groups numbered I to XIII. In response to the Restriction Requirement, Applicants 
elect the claims of Group V (claims 27-32) with traverse. 

The office action further requires an election of species; specifically, 
election of a species of subject. Applicants elect primates as a species. This 
election of species is made without traverse to the extent it is understood that, 
upon the finding of an allowable species, examination will continue with the non- 
elected species until all species have been examined or a non-allowable species 
is identified. 

The traversal of the restriction is on the basis that at least the claims of 
Groups I -V and VIII - X are linked by a single general inventive concept under 
PCT Rule 13.1. In particular, the claims of Groups I - V and VIII- X are joined by 
the unifying inventive concept of administering an alphavirus vector and 
administering an antibody that specifically binds thereto. This unifying feature is 
novel over the art. 

The Restriction Requirement erroneously states that the "technical feature 
linking the claims is the method of introducing and expressing a nucleotide 
sequence in a cell by administering an alphavirus vector comprising a 
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heterologous nucleotide sequence to a subject that has antibodies that specifically 
bind to the vector (e.g., see claim 36) because it is the broadest method and it is 
encompassed by all the other methods." Applicants respectfully note that this 
statement is incorrect. The invention is based on the novel concept of 
administering an alphavirus vector in the presence of an antibody that binds 
thereto. Administration of an antibody to a subject that already has antibodies 
(e.g., claim 36) is one way of achieving this - it is not the broadest method of the 
invention and does not encompass the methods of all the other groups. 

The claims of Groups I - V and VIII - X are linked by common technical 
feature that they all recite a method of administering an alphavirus vector and 
administering an antibody that binds thereto. This unifying feature is not disclosed 
by the cited Parrington et al. reference. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
submit that Groups I - V and VIII - X should be examined concurrently. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw the outstanding Restriction Requirement. This 
application isMn condition for substantive examination, which action is respectfully 
requested. 



Respectfijlly submitted, 
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